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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Non-Final Office Action in response to the communication received 
on November 28, 2005. Claims 1-31 are pending in this application. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-3 1 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Applicant's amendment to claim 14 is acknowledged. Consequently, objection and 
rejection to claims 14-19 under 35 U.S.C.l 12, second paragraph is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lang et al. (U.S. 
Patent no. 6,3 14,420) of record. 

Regarding claims 1, 14, 20 and 22 Lang discloses a system for associating a credibility 
rating with a document located in an online search comprising: 

an information gathering device (16, Fir. 1 , Lang) adapted to retrieve the 
document from an information source (1 1 and 13, Fig.l col. 4, line 61 through 
col. 5, line 12 and col. 6, line 38 through col. 7, line 25 and lines 46-62, Lang). 
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an information analysis device (17 and 35, Fig.l, Lang) adapted to determine an 
online id associated with at least one author of the document (see col. 6, line 59 
to col.7, line 8, lines 9-62; col.12, lines 39-45 and tablesl-2, col. 27, Lang 
discloses the credibility filtering based on the member client, community 
profiles including an online id associated the author "A,B,C,D", table 1); and 
a credibility rating system (400, Fig. 6, Lang) adapted to retrieve at least one 
credibility rating associated with the online id from a credibility rating database 
and provide the at least one credibility rating to associate the at least one 
credibility rating with the document and allow a user to access the at least one 
credibility rating now associated with the document (see Fig.6; col.7, lines 9-62 
and col. 14, lines 26-67, Lang) 
Regarding claim 2, Lang discloses a searchable index adapted to store an association of 

the credibility rating of the online id with the document, wherein the association is accessible by 

a search engine (see col. 11, lines 51-55, Lang). 

Regarding claim 3, Lang discloses the mapping of a unique identifier associated with the 

document to the associated credibility rating (see col. 19, lines 9-19, Lang). 

Regarding claim 4, Lang does not explicitly disclose that the web page has a unique 

identifier comprising a uniform resource locator, but it well known in web document, "uniform 

resource locator" is the address of document of Lang in the "distributed network resources" (13, 

Fig. 1, Lang). 
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Regarding claim 5, Lang discloses that the online search is an Internet search and the 
document is retrieved from the Internet (col.7, line 8, lines 9-62; col.12, lines 39-45; col.26 5 lines 
9-51 and tablesl-2, col. 27). 

Regarding claims 6, 8, 12, 21 and 23, Lang discloses "a user interface" (5,7, 9, Fig. 1, and 
col. 6, line 59 to col. 7, line8), "input validator" (see col. 5, lines 1-12 and 7, lines 26-35, Lang) 
and ". . .allow a third party to access the credibility rating. . ." (see col. 5, lines 25-35 and col. 7, 
lines 46-62, Lang). 

Regarding claims 7 and 11, Lang discloses "determine a weight of the statement based on 
a statement analysis" (see col. 8, lines 9-18 and col. 15, lines 29-64, Lang). 

Regarding claims 9 and 13, Lang discloses "the credibility database adapted to allow a 
third party to submit a query" (see col. 5, lines 36-50, Lang). 

Regarding claim 10, Lang discloses a credibility rating system comprising: 

a user interface adapted to allow an owner of an online id to input credibility 
information associated with a document into the system for validation (5,7, 9, 
Fig. 1, and col. 6, line 59 to col. 7, line 8); 

an input validator coupled to the user interface in correct verify that the inputted 
credibility information is correct and to rate the inputted credibility information 
in the form of a credibility rating (see col. 5, lines 1-12 and 7, lines 26-35 and 
46-62, Lang); 

a credibility database adapted to store the on-line identifier and the associated 
credibility rating (see col.6, line 59 to col.7, line 8, lines 9-62; col. 12, lines 39- 
45 and tablesl-2, col. 27, Lang discloses the credibility filtering based on the 
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member client, community profiles including an online id associated the author 
"A,B,C,D", table 1) 

An application service interface adapted to allow a third party to access the 
credibility rating from the credibility database (see col. Col. 5, lines 25-35 and 
col. 7, lines 9-62, Lang). "Community profiles" corresponds to the "credibility 
database". 

Regarding claim 15, Lang discloses the step of determining an online id of a document 
comprises the step of extracting an author information code (see col. 6, lines 1-13, Turnoff). In 
order to parse, the information code would be extracted. 

Regarding claim 16, Lang discloses the step of developing a credibility rating for an 
online id, the method comprising the steps of: receiving an input from the online id related to a 
credibility profile for the online id (1 1 and 13, Fig. 1, Lang); validating the input by determining 
a weight of the input (320,330 and 345, Fig.5, and col. 15, lines 37-64, Lang); assigning the 
credibility rating to the online id (col. 15, lines 29-32, Lang); and storing the credibility rating in 
a searchable index (see col. 12, lines 27-32, Lang). 

Regarding claim 17, Lang discloses the step of integrating the credibility-rating vector 
into a search engine using a ranking algorithm (see col. 6, lines 23-25 and col. 13, line 66 to 
col. 14, line 10, Lang). 

Regarding claim 18, Lang discloses the step of reordering a search result list, but it is 
well known to rearrange the search result list because it would provide the flexibility of the 
searching system. 
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Regarding claim 19, Lang discloses the step of displaying a symbol on the information 
indicating the quality rating to the user (see 235, Fig.4 and col.l 1, line 64 to col.12, line 5, Lang). 

Regarding claims 24-26, Lang discloses "credibility rating that corresponds to the subject 
matter of the document" (see col.6, line 59 to col.7, line 8, lines 9-62; col.12, lines 39-45 and 
tablesl-2, col. 27, Lang). 

Regarding claim 27, Lang discloses that the information gathering device and the 
information analysis device are located in separate domains (see Fi.l of Lang). 

Regarding claim 28, Lang discloses the credibility rating is a rating of at least one author 
associated with the document (see col. col. 4, line 61 to col. 5, line 12 and col. 6, line 38 to col. 
7, line 25, Lang). 

Regarding claim 29, Lang discloses the credibility rating database holds credibility 
ratings for an online ID that are categorized by subject matter (see col.3, line 49-55, Lang). 

Regarding claim 30, Lang discloses the at least one credibility rating comprises a 
credibility information vector based on a combination of credibility ratings in at least one subject 
domain associated with the online ID (see col. 6, line 24-26, Lang). 

Regarding claim 31, Lang discloses that the weight of the input is determined by a date 
input, a domain of the content, a time duration associated with the input and an action associated 
with the input (see col. 4, line 5-29, Lang). 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Harpale (US Pub. 2002/0002512 Al) discloses method and apparatus for a credibility 
reporting system augmenting an online exchange. 

2. Petras et al. (US Pub. 2004/0205065 Al) disclose system for creating and maintaining 

a database of information utilizing user opinions. 
6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hanh B. Thai whose telephone number is 571-272-4029. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on 571-272-4023. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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